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REMARKS 

Status of the Claims 

Claims 8-13 and 21-33 are pending in ihe application. Claim 21 is currently 
amended. Claims 10-13 are indicated by the Examiner in the Office Action to be directed to 
allowable subject matter. Reconsideration and allowance of all of the pending claims is 
especil u I 

New matter is not being added to the application by way of this amendment. The 
amendment to claim 21 Is editorial and doe;: not change the scope of the claim. Accordingly, no 
nevi matter is added and entr) oft lis amendment - respect lh q • te I 

Objections 

The Examiner objects to the Abstract of the Disclosure because it is not in single 
paragraph format The Abstract is currently replaced with a new Abstract that addresses the 
Exa inefsol cii o t drawal of this object n espo fully requested. 

The Examiner also objects to claim 21 over the term: "processed." Claim 21 is 
currently amended to address the Examiner's objection. Withdrawal of this objection is 
respectfully requested. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.&C. §102/§1Q3 

Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 02(b) as being anticipated by JP 
'103 (JP 57-145103). Claims 21-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(h) as being anticipated by, 
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or in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as obvious over JP '103, Applicants respectfully 
traves ?e eac >f these re eeiiom tot the following reasons, 

"A claim is anticipated only if each and every clement as set forth in the claim is found, 
either expi end Vx' i 1 i single prio reft s 5 § s citing 

Verdegaai Bros, v. Union Oil Co, of California, 814 F.2d 628, 631, 2 USPQ24 1051, 1053 (Fed, 
Cir. 1987). Furthermore, "[T]o establish prima facie obviousness of a corned rw \ «u all the 
claim limitations must be taught or suggested by the prior art." MPEP §2143.03. Applicants 
respectfully submit that all of the limitations of the present claims are not disclosed or suggested 
by the prior art. 

JP '103 does not disclose or suggest using an organic active metal catalyst to polymerize 
a diene monomer as recited in claim 8, to produce an active conjugated diene polymer with an 
active metal at a terminal of the polymer chain, and then reacting a polat group containing 
compound with the active conjugated diene polymer to produce a polar- group-containing 
conjugated dk-nc poomer with a polar group at a terminal of a polymer chain. Accordingly, all 
of the limitations of the present claims are not disclosed or suggested by the prior art. Therefore, 
neither a case of anticipation .nor a case of prima fade obviousness has been made out, and 

*> po i J v n , v. i i \ i ! h l if i U i O ! i 5 t it. i 

i 'iaims $ and 9 

JP "103 discloses a modified polymer ob i tied >y a< eac >oh sopren , whicl 

is obtained by polymerizing isoprene and a lithium-containing catalyst with waleic anhydride, 

and that can be used as a cyciked poiymerie material. However, IP "103 does not disclose or 
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suggest the process of producing a polar-groop-containing cyelized rubber recited m claim 8. 
s 8 'it rpp a i recites proce s fot t yap - up -con ill 

yc ized ib i ) o mainin i > i rcted u dymer having 

an active metal at a terminal of the polymer chain. This then produces a poiar-group-eoBtaming 
conjugated diene polymer having, at a terminal of a polymer chain, a polar group originating 

n ! si m--c'ontairang conipt P *1« i dns no mention, of 

such a process. 

hi addition, comparative examples 1 and 2 of the present application disclose examples of 
a modified isoprene polymer that, are similar to that disclosed in JP 103, ft. is also described in 
the present specification that primer, which uses the modified isoprene obtained in each: of the 
comparative examples 1 and 2, was poor in dispersihihty of titanium oxide. Thus, the 
smoo mess >ftl > t yer \ as pooi t ti in ffi : If es to paint See e.g., 
specification, pages 42-44. 

Accordingly. .IP '103 dees not disclose all of the steps of the process recited in claims 8 
and 9 of the present application. Applicants respectfully submit that the rejection of claims 8 and 
9 over J? '1 03 must be withdrawn. 

Claims 21-33 

Claims 21-33 are directed to poian-gronp-containmg eyclixed rubbers that are produced 

by the process recited in claim 8 or 11 . As described above, a modified polymer produced by the 

method disclosed in JP '103 is different from the po ] c 1 ;ed rubbe* 

obtained by the process recited in claim 8 or 11. The JP '103 and the present processes are 
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different depending on whether or not a polar group is present at a terminal of the respectively 
formed polymers. 

In addition, because the presently claimed polar-g mp-t ntaii ng cyclize< i bbe h rs a 
terniimw pola group it c n achieve vario s advantageo bets i sed fo example as s 
printer. The produced rubber can form a primer layer that has good smoothness and good 
adhesiveness to the paint. In contrast, the modified polymer obtained by the method disclosed in 
j'P 103 does not achieve such effects since the polymer does not have a terminal polar group. 

Accordingly, the pi.ot <J ooes not dittos- o> snakes A\ o* the i j > 
presently pending claims. Therefore, neither a case of anticipation, nor a case of prima facie 
obviousness has been established. Applicants respectfully submit that withdrawal of the pending 
poor an rejections, and allowance of the application is required. 

Conclusion 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.17 and 1.136(a), Applicants) respectfully petit ton(s) for a 
three (3) month extension of time for filing a reply in conne n wit ( s, nx i ppliea on, 
and tht re< tired ee < >i 20.00 is attached hereto. 

Should there be any outstanding matters that need to be resolved in the present 
>pik > espectral requested to Co et Mark K cxny leg *Jc 47/715) 

at l v x t> ^er of ti i - >i d > iv 1 >nduet an in i rt to 

c<;\ ' s ^ \i m > o; w utr ; ic p'^u < > phc \\ >} 
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If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, concurrent, and future replies 
to charge payment or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any additional 
fees required under 37.C.F.R. §§1,16 or 1 .14; particularly, extension of time fees. 
Dated; Aprils 0, 2007 Respectfully submitted, 

By. 

Marc S. Werner 
Registration No.: 32,18] 

BIRCH, STEWART, KOL ASCII & BIRCH, LLP 
8110 Gatehouse Road 
Suite 100 East 
P.O. Box 747 

Falls Church, Virginia 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
Attorney for Applicant 
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